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The reply filed on 6/17/02 is not fully responsive to the prior Office Action because of 
the following omission(s) or matter(s): Applicants have elected the inventions of claim 42 and 

were- 

49, however, other elections of species below wake- not addressed.. See 37 CFR 1.111. Since 
the above-mentioned reply appears to be bona fide, applicant is given ONE (1) MONTH or 
THIRTY (30) DAYS from the mailing date of this notice, whichever is longer, within which to 
supply the omission or correction in order to avoid abandonment. EXTENSIONS OF THIS 
TIME PERIOD MAY BE GRANTED UNDER 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). 

Based on the restriction requirement, paper # 48, filed 3/5/02, the following elections of 
species are required concerning claims 42, 49 and dependent claims 43-48,50-55: 

This application contains claims directed to the following patentably distinct species of 




the claimed invention: A method of hormone replacement therapy,\a niethod of contraception 

Applicant is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 to elect a single disclosed species for 
prosecution on the merits to which the claims shall be restricted if no generic claim is finally 
held to be allowable. Currently, methods are generic. 

Applicant is advised that a reply to this requirement must include an identification of the 
species that is elected consonant with this requirement, and a listing of all claims readable 
thereon, including any claims subsequently added. An argument that a claim is allowable or that 
all claims are generic is considered nonresponsive unless accompanied by an election. 

Upon the allowance of a generic claim, applicant will be entitled to consideration of 
claims to additional species which are written in dependent form or otherwise include all the 
limitations of an allowed generic claim as provided by 37 CFR 1.141. If claims are added after 
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the election, applicant must indicate which are readable upon the elected species. MPEP § 
809.02(a). 

Should applicant traverse on the ground that the species are not patentably distinct, 
applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence now of record showing the species to 
be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that this is the case. In either instance, if the 
examiner finds one of the inventions unpatentable over the prior art, the evidence or admission 
may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other invention. 

This application contains claims directed to the following patentably distinct species of i' 
the claimed invention: A method using estrogen alone, a method using ^an estrogen, 
antiprogesti^n and a progestin, a method using estrogen and an antiprogensti^nipro and 
antiprogestin without estrogen 

Applicant is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 to elect a single disclosed species for 
prosecution on the merits to which the claims shall be restricted if no generic claim is finally 
held to be allowable. Currently, methods are generic. 

Applicant is advised that a reply to this requirement must include an identification of the 
species that is elected consonant with this requirement, and a listing of all claims readable 
thereon, including any claims subsequently added. An argument that a claim is allowable or that 
all claims are generic is considered nonresponsive unless accompanied by an election. 

Upon the allowance of a generic claim, applicant will be entitled to consideration of 
claims to additional species which are written in dependent form or otherwise include all the 
limitations of an allowed generic claim as provided by 37 CFR 1.141. If claims are added after 




Application/Control Number: 08/462,703 



Page 4 



Art Unit: 1617 

the election, applicant must indicate which are readable upon the elected species. MPEP § 
809.02(a). 

Should applicant traverse on the ground that the species are not patentably distinct, 
applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence now of record showing the species to 
be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that this is the case. In either instance, if the 
examiner finds one of the inventions unpatentable over the prior art, the evidence or admission 
may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other invention. 

If applicants elects a method using an estrogen, the following election of species is 



This application contains claims directed to the following patentably distinct species of 
the claimed invention: A method where estrogen is administered continuously, a method whe re 
-estregeyr s adnjiuisieieil distunti it uou s t y, a method where estrogen is administered 
discontinuously. 

Applicant is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 to elect a single disclosed species for 
prosecution on the merits to which the claims shall be restricted if no generic claim is finally 
held to be allowable. Currently, methods are generic. 

Applicant is advised that a reply to this requirement must include an identification of the 
species that is elected consonant with this requirement, and a listing of all claims readable 
thereon, including any claims subsequently added. An argument that a claim is allowable or that 
all claims are generic is considered nonresponsive unless accompanied by an election. 

Upon the allowance of a generic claim, applicant will be entitled to consideration of 
claims to additional species which are written in dependent form or otherwise include all the 




required: 
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limitations of an allowed generic claim as provided by 37 CFR L141. If claims are added after 
the election, applicant must indicate which are readable upon the elected species. MPEP § 
809.02(a), 

Should applicant traverse on the ground that the species are not patentably distinct, 

applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence now of record showing the species to 

be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that this is the case. In either instance, if the 

examiner finds one of the inventions unpatentable over the prior art, the evidence or admission 

may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other invention. 

If applicants elects a method using an estrogen, the following election of species is 

A 

required: 

This application contains claims directed to the following patentably distinct species of 
the claimed invention: A method where antiprogestin is administered^Si^ontinuously, a method 
where antiprogestin is administered discontinously. 

Applicant is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 to elect a single disclosed species for 
prosecution on the merits to which the claims shall be restricted if no generic claim is finally 
held to be allowable. Currently, methods are generic. 

Applicant is advised that a reply to this requirement must include an identification of the 
species that is elected consonant with this requirement, and a listing of all claims readable 
thereon, including any claims subsequently added. An argument that a claim is allowable or that 
all claims are generic is considered nonresponsive unless accompanied by an election. 

Upon the allowance of a generic claim, applicant will be entitled to consideration of 
claims to additional species which are written in dependent form or otherwise include all the 
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limitations of an allowed generic claim as provided by 37 CFR 1.141. If claims are added after 
the election, applicant must indicate which are readable upon the elected species. MPEP § 
809.02(a). 

Should applicant traverse on the ground that the species are not patentably distinct, 
applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence now of record showing the species to 
be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that this is the case. In either instance, if the 
examiner finds one of the inventions unpatentable over the prior art, the evidence or admission 
may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other invention. 

If applicant elects a method using progestin the following election of species is required: 

^ This application contains claims directed to the following patentably ^i'Stiiict species of 

the claimed invention: a method wherein progestin is adniinistered contiriuously, a method 

y wherein progestin is administed discontinuously. 

A " 

Applicant is required under 35 U.S.C. 121 to elect a single disclosed species for 
prosecution on the merits to which the claims shall be restricted if no generic claim is finally 
held to be allowable. Currently, methods are generic. 

Applicant is advised that a reply to this requirement must include an identification of the 
species that is elected consonant with this requirement, and a listing of all claims readable 
thereon, including any claims subsequently added. An argument that a claim is allowable or that 
all claims are generic is considered nonresponsive unless accompanied by an election. 

Upon the allowance of a generic claim, applicant will be entitled to consideration of 
claims to additional species which are written in dependent form or otherwise include all the 
limitations of an allowed generic claim as provided by 37 CFR 1.141. If claims are added after 
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the election, applicant must indicate which are readable upon the elected species. MPEP § 
809.02(a). 

Should applicant traverse on the ground that the species are not patentably distinct, 
applicant should submit evidence or identify such evidence now of record showing the species to 
be obvious variants or clearly admit on the record that this is the case. In either instance, if the 
examiner finds one of the inventions unpatentable over the prior art, the evidence or admission 
may be used in a rejection under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) of the other invention. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Edward Webman whose telephone number is (703) 308-4432. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday 9 Am 5 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, S. Padmanabhan can be reached on (703) 308-0570. The fax phone numbers for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned are (703) 305-3592 for regular 
communications and (703) 305-3592 for After Final communications. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-1235. 



WebmanA^R 
September 26, 2002 




